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buyer of a vote to prison, with more or less of hard
labour as the case may be found to require. It is
forgotten that punishments are not effectual in pro-
portion to their severity, and that there are many
offences of the gravest character which it is inex-
pedient to visit with any legal punishment at all.
Can any one who has read the proceedings of the
recent Bribery Commissions suppose either, on the one
hand, that a slight punishment would be sufficient
to put an end to the practice, or, on the other, that
a severe punishment would be tolerated by public
opinion and otherwise than a dead letter? The
success of legal penalties depends on their severity
only in so far as that severity meets with general
approval. Excessive punishments are either insup-
portably tyrannical or wholly inoperative; and a
punishment is excessive which any large portion of
the public habitually considers disproportionate to the
crime. In this case, it is perfectly evident that electoral
corruption is looked upon as an offence for which the
most appropriate treatment is rather a kind of pleasant
banter than any very serious condemnation; and, on
the other hand, that it is an offence of which the
habit is inveterate and ingrained in the electoral mind.
In other words, it is an offence for which a heavy
punishment and a light one would be equally ineffec-
tual Even were it otherwise, the extreme difficulty
of convicting offenders would be an obstacle, ap-
parently insuperable, to success. This is even now all
but impossible as regards the peccant candidate, upon
whom social discredit, supplying the place of a legal